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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Favorable reconsideration of this application as presently amended and in light of the 
following discussion is respectfully requested. 

Claim 17-20 are pending, Claims 1-16 having been cancelled without prejudice or 
disclaimer, and Claims 17-20 having been added by way of the present amendment. Claim 
17 corresponds with original Claims 1 & 6, Claim 18 corresponds with original Claim 7, 
Claim 19 corresponds with original Claims 9 & 13, and Claim 20 corresponds with original 
Claims 14 & 15, and therefore, no new matter is added. 

In the outstanding Office Action Claims 8 and 14 were rejected under 35 U.S. C. §1 12, 
second paragraph; and Claims 1-16 are rejected as being anticipated by Tsukakoshi et al. 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,496,510, hereinafter Tsukakoshi ). 

With regard to the rejection under 35 USC §112, second paragraph, Claim 8 has been 
cancelled without prejudice and therefore is moot. Subject matter of Claim 15 has been 
incorporated into new Claim 20, which is believed to comply with 35 USC §112, second 
paragraph. However, if the Examiner disagrees the Examiner is invited to telephone the 
undersigned so that mutually agreeable claim language may be identified. 

Claim 1 7 is directed to a routing control system. The system includes transfer devices 
that perform transfer control processing. The system also includes a routing control device to 
which the transfer devices are connected. The routing control device includes routing control 
information and transmits the routing control information to the transfer devices. The 
transfer devices perform transfer control processing of packets based on the routing control 
information transmitted from the routing control device. Furthermore, in cases where the 
transfer devices do not have the routing control information, the transfer devices request 
transmission of the routing control information thereto from the routing control device. 
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Support for Claim 17 is found for example in Figure 1, although this is a non-limiting 
example. An advantage of the structure claimed by Claim 17 is that by having the routing 
control device connected to the transfer devices, the routing control device can do a variety of 
processing to calculate the optimum transfer devices to be used depending on link conditions 
(perhaps traffic congestion) between the different transfer devices. (See e.g., specification, 
paragraph [0042]). Moreover, having the routing control device connected to all the different 
transfer devices gives the routing control device a "global" perspective rather than an 
"application-oriented perspective", which limits conventional routing based networks (see 
e.g., specification [0005]). 

Tsukakoshi is based on a system that uses N different routers connected to one 
another (see, e.g., cover figure). The system is based on each router node generating a router 
table that is maintained therein and used for identifying the path over which the data should 
be sent (see, e.g., column 4, lines 51-64). The routers each contain a router table and there is 
no separate routing control device that is not a transfer device, as claimed. Thus, the different 
router nodes in Tsukakoshi are limited to a more narrow perspective, without having the 
more global perspective of the routing control device as presently claimed. As a 
consequence, the routing nodes in Tsukakoshi are not able to identify optimum paths, which 
would be available by way of the routing control devices, as described in the present 
application. Tsukakoshi , on the other hand, only discloses that a master node updates that 
route information and sends the routed information to a slave node. This is done without 
receiving a request for transmission of the routing information, and it is respectfully 
submitted that Tsukakoshi does not teach or suggest all of the features of Claim 17. 

Although of differing statutory class and/or scope, it is respectfully submitted that 
Claim 20 also patentably defines over Tsukakoshi for substantially the same reasons 
discussed above with regard to amended Claim 17. 
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Claims 18 & 19 include the feature of "when said routing control device receives a 
request for transmission of said routing control information from said transfer device, said 
routing control device transmits said routing control information to the transfer device which 
requests this transmission." As these features are not found on Tsukakoshi , it is respectfully 
submitted that Claims 18 & 19 patentably define over Tsukakoshi . 

Consequently, in view of the present amendment and in light of the foregoing 
comments, it is respectfully submitted that the invention defined by Claims 17-20, is definite 
and patentably distinguishing over the prior art. The present application is therefore believed 
to be in condition for formal allowance and an early and favorable reconsideration of this 
application is therefore requested. 
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